Physics Community 


Attacks on IPCC Report Heat Controversy 

Over Global Warming 


T he claim that human actiiitie-S 
nificanlly influance j^lntnal cUmate 
haa been hotly debuted. Sn when 
the influenlial Interi^overnm^nta] 
Panel on Climate Change (IPCC j gave 
i(a Eupport to this claim far the first 
time in tls recently published “Second 
Aasessment Ilc-port-" (SARI on j^lobnl 
climate change, the report lUme under 
immcJialc attack by a s.r[Uill but ixcal 
community consistingoftho Global Cli¬ 
mate CaalLtion CGCC9 (u Washington. 
DC-based association representing 
about 60 companies from the energy 
seetorl and a small number ofseientiric 
skeptics. These critics claim that the 
IPCC broke ho nwn procedural rules 
in preparing the report, and that the 
eFUwmce of a crucial chapter (see hox 
on page £6i that deals with the detec^ 
tion and attributioTi of global w^arming 
was altered in the process. SetentLELs 
and olTiidulE of the IPCC, for their part, 
deny any svrungdoing. 

The IPCC was established in I9Sfl 
by the United Nations Environment 
Programme and the World Meteoro- 
logicat Crganiicution to prodde periodic 
comprehensive assessments o-n climate 
change to guide policymakers intema- 
tionally. The SAR, a three-volume 
report consisting of assessmeoLs of 
the Kionce of climate change pre¬ 
pared by Working Group I, impact 
and rasponse strategiea by WG II 
and economic and social implica¬ 
tions by WG III, involved about 
2500 scientists worldwide and was 
reviewed extensively by scientific 
experts and by national govern¬ 
ments. The report will be used to 
advitie the United Nations Frame¬ 
work Convontio-n on Climsle 
Change (FOCCl. '^Fhe mast imme¬ 
diate influence will be on the Con- 
fereOiCe on the Parties fa UN body 
that is responsible for coordinating 
ibe implcmentalion of the 
says Bronsujii Gaixiner, a consult¬ 
ant to the GCC. “If they are Con¬ 
vinced that cllmale change is suffi¬ 
ciently threatening, they may add 
additional rocimrements to the 
PCCC, which could commit many 
Countries to adopt new regulations.” 

“Chapter 6 i“Dete<ctiofi of Cli¬ 
mate Change and Attribution of 
Causes-I was the most politically 
charged and hotly debated subject.” 


stiurmcnt by scientists thji [he 
“ hiLncc of evidence suggests a dis¬ 
cernible hum^iEi iitnucnrc on global cli- 
matc" hji sti/mi Up 3 politick contro¬ 
versy itiJE scenij ro bf jboaE eveiything 
except the science. 

Ill WC Ih plenairy mee'ting in Madrid 
^■27-29 Novemlwfr ItiSSl, says Gardner, 
u \new echoed hy many others. The 
nia i n rocus of the Madrid meeting, how¬ 
ever. waa to prepare- the -Summary for 
I’Ollcy Makers (SPMj-. based on the 
eleven ehaptera of the WG I report. 
The SPM concludes that "thE balance 
of Evidence suggoHLs a dlseemihle hu¬ 
man influence on global climate,” a 
statement that has poLentially enor¬ 
mous implLcatinns for policy-making, 
for the energy industry and for the 
global economy. 

"Il took hours and hours of pains- 
taki ng negotiationGardner says, add¬ 
ing that there waa “some high-powered 
deal cutting^ in agreeing to the SPM 
But all 96 nation.s finally approved the 
SFM line by lirie, and no changes were 
made to it ufier the Madrid meeting. 



COVtR OK- (Hfc WG I conEribuiion to I he 
IPCC rfpon on ciinuic chingc. published this 
Mjy by Gambridgc Uni^'crsicy [‘rcss. 


The individual ehapters, in contrast, 
were not approved line by line, hnl 
nithei' wore "accL-pted,^ a technical 
term used by the IIK.!G to derwjtc that 
a d.NX'ument “presenUi a compreh-En- 
sivf, ubjettive and balanced view" oF 
the subject matter. John Houghton, 
ctichaiiTnan of WC I, stresses that ac- 
ceplance of the chapters meant that 
change?^ would he made- to reflecl the 
diHcussions at the Madrid meeting. 

The OCC and its allies are con- 
cemed—afler all. pul IdeE aimed at cu r- 
taiiing fossil fuel Emissions would have 
a mj^ior im pact on the energy intErests 
that the GCC represents, cfiince 1991, 
repre.wntalives of the coal and oil in- 
duAtriefl have moyntiad a series of at¬ 
tacks on both the scibjice of climate 
change and the scientiEts of the IPCC, 
according to an artidc in last Decem¬ 
ber’s f/orper‘s The gist of 

the allegations is that changes made 
to chapter S after the Madrid meeting 
vrorc “unauthoriicd’' andi in violation 
of the IPCC's procedural rules, and that 
the ryviKed chapter suppresHes ijCien- 
tific uncertainty to present more 
strongly the case for the influence of 
human activity on global climate. 

But tlie WG 1 scieriitists and 
lE^C otiicials staunchly disagree 
with the allegations, wliich they 
say aie unTorinded. ThEse at¬ 
tacks mean that the energ>' indus- 
tiy is talking the iicience seriously, 
and that they acknowledge that 
the inipLications are serious for 
them." says AIeui Rdbock, a diina- 
tolugisL at the University uf Mary¬ 
land at College Park and a con¬ 
tributor to chapter 6. "They would 
have foLLftd sismclhing to make 
trouble Over, just to stalli things ” 
he adds. Tlie debate has OX'Ohx.'d 
into a Fen.'id and anguipi; bnuu- 
hnha, and the heart of the cuntTU- 
vpTsy— the is.'^Je of hunuui influence 
wi glohal c]imate^;xxmifi some- 
tinKStygetkJstinthepnwesg. Ench 
Bide suspefts political motives on tJie 
paji of the other, the lead au( Iwr of 
chapter S, Benjamin Santor, an at¬ 
mospheric scientiBt at Laivreiice 
Uvenmore National [^boratoiy; 
feels Ids scientific inte^ty is being 
challenged; and the- Gf.lC tuid Other 
detraclors haw t|ucstioned the 
credibilitv of the IPCC. 
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